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in the Middle Ages. A narrow but sturdy individualism was
substituted for the more complex view that the good life of man
was dependent on the good life of a society bound together by
its common dependence on the protection and the will of a
God who counted in the affairs of men. A new confidence in
man's natural power of discovery through the experimental
methods of science replaced the old confidence in the rational
interpretation of revealed dogma. But this individualism and
this confidence in science did not easily harmonize. The full
force of man's religious and moral nature was concentrated on
the defence of undefined, unanchored, but deeply felt natural
rights. Rationalistic and experimental science progressed relent-
lessly and in fundamental disregard of these abstract rights. The
apparent harmony between the two movements was continu-
ally breaking down. The earlier rationalists, still filled with
the spirit of Christian optimism, were convinced that the truth
which they were discovering would liberate man from priestly
prejudices. To do this, however, it was necessary to live under
an enlightened despotism which the advocates of the right of
liberty resented. The latter hoped that free man would some-
how grow wisdom as rapidly as freedom. The result was not
harmony but a weak compromise: utilitarian democracy. By
this system liberty would be safeguarded by majority decision,
while various means such as representation and expert civil
services, which ensured that the people who governed were not
the same as the people who voted, preserved rational and
scientific utility. The system in fact guaranteed neither rights
nor scientific government. Nevertheless it must not be for-
gotten that in the process the individual was relieved of much
of the burden of antiquated and inefficient administration, of
unjust and cruel law, of much remediable suffering. This great
emancipation might have outweighed the unsatisfactory nature
of the compromise had it not been for the rapid development
of the new economic forces which we associate with the indus-
trial revolution. These neither the rationalist nor the demo-
cratic supporters of the new State were able to understand.
This would have been pardonable, but unfortunately the shal-